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fRRR ;— RRT 3 (#>^) % RTHRT 3 RRfiRT WHfftft HR ^RRT I 

R. 24 / 1 / 98 -dl'jfli*,^!.— 4 . fp-^KiM %., $91,1419 % f-lf^ RlftiqiiO (561 *li 419 RlftH'+iHl 451 Jilt'll) % 

RRtf tt^T Tf % =Kf«m RR ^ W=l Wfl xrsp 4(fa=M RlWjcR. tft9T (RRtRH) RfaftRR, 1995 3flT tftRT ^fT (1SRT 

R^ RR].-)TT ^ MfMH, in n WRTt*ft TpRI RT faufm R!J iPI HR fflfa f=TOfc™0 fTO, 1995 % -SpJRrc RHT ^ t aflT WHIM RTH 
'■Mi HR M'lld R1 f*h4l % I 

1. RTH 4I 414HlH 3^7 HR ^ ^iifud dCHI9 : — 4)^91 HIHtd R HI4 Ri RHtH 9AII9 RRT HT 461 7l riotfciCI RRt W4>K 

R1 'Hir'd Tr'flR 'j'’Jtr-lT-l ( ) 1$ I 41 n't! RHjnft 4K1I TRtf'THfHT hIR-IHI^ 3ftT Ht? 9141 f'H'HI ‘101 % fR TJR 317-119 

RT RT^ RffR-RNRI H?R 1l I 

#RT!?pRT $f7R STfafwi % 3RRTH 34, #4 R. 3904.61 % HW RlRfm t HRft #91^^ R!l*HR %Rc 1 RfoffTR 
% 3fl7 R^RFT RtR % fcRJ fR7ft Rt H7F 3 RPRRTTt 11 

2. fPlffl :—A f69J«IH 9<4]<l'6l4'R In., Hlttl R ^R drHi9 RT 17=6414 3rHl<=6 % I SRlrTH, Rlf^Ril Rt ’•-iVt^dfjVl SHI RT TOR! 
37|7 7l 9^ HMI RT RRiRT % 3^T I'l'-HHl % 3R-ffa RlfRRtTRrRf <shI'| % I 

3. RlfRR :— *fl^9l RtR RlfRR ^R RiR f 1 1 

4. RRPT : — '•Hlf'l*61*6til % 9141 f*6*HI % fRI HR% ski fqfiflHrl RRft ^91 R>t RT R?1 fl 3n*Hlfno RRJ3T) % RRPt RRJ^ 

ff I li'HMl Rft hRNI'O % 41^4)1*6tit 9I<I HROf^R R37J3H RH <9tH ^ 3HI4lf<1d 419 41 % RRH RHT R1 ^H4t1l % I 

5. Rm aftr RTHH #RI : — 

(RT) RTRRf TJRR :— RI^4)l4iVlt ^ W111% RR % R^RTRK $ WIHR ^ RR fRRftR % f^RT R^q^fRRfl RfRRTM 
4<H 3TRRR % I RTHFR *jtt4 R>T t^TRfRR 3 hh{| 4) HlflRt ■sflT 3R?Rf^tR f=HPinfcil3Rt % RTR ttH'fi 4H.^> 3ftr 31TR)% 
54c^d 'RT^ % 41^*61*6Tit ^RT ^4itc1fl f^finffll ^R Ril HRim mRrf % 3RRTT 1R f=64l HRT t I 
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(15) Pl^fd feE :—% 'tipi f"ffeErffeTO? fe ■JAh*? ETT ski ER# TOfe fefel fetfe dlR>-dW fifed fetid TOT Mdl 
cri'ii'ii 3ETEE % I Pi feci fetid ETT f-TEffeT slfeldtsTtlf RF RTT, drrt'+iTii gRi fetfe, 1997—RfE, 1998 fe 3TEf*T % ffeR 
RTOTfter ferofe fe tore rt fen wt# after tea#rr et ft# f 1 *et fe tens TOgfe fe tfefer feter fe fe fe 

reto^toh Rfen erf? 1 1 

(E) 4lcH hi : — dijj=Td qRid uiiM fe? Fifed fetid fe #?fe ^ij, Midi itii -«jdcii ilii fe ETTfe 3Tffe?#l 

REE ^TOTt TRT TOE % RfecT TOW t fe TOT fe fteETfe TO<TTF ETT ilil-tl TJEE RETT fe tfe? REE ET WT IfefeT fTOET Rfe 
t REfe Enfe ferro t fe e*e? ■yeqr rf fefeE erto t fe tens ERjfe ett to % fetert fri w ffeEi to tot 11 

6. fer fer tok u iiwei fefer : — t A<^ ■j^jRi fe fe4ffe ftrffe—t TOffero tjeto ^ 0 ffe hteife, Pifet, emit Iftto, wr/diPi Froif# 
i i i ( p''+) fe etot tic Rfe# # ffe eRr 8y)q tot arfrr ^ # i ree ^tottt fe toe fe reFtt tow # ffe IroEKRTtE rettf fe TOEfe 
% tottot fe^FfeE fe strife 5$ 11 

7 . toM #e fe -pcaM:— 54HPHIE ffeffero TOfferorfe to fefe fe tj^ fet to Efe fe ferffet feros EEjfe fe TOferer tow Eft 

‘ffeRfl, TOTO fet ETOE % Eft fe 4l<idl)fet TOE 7JTO ETtfe # I 

8. TOE Eft 3ETffe :— fet^ TOE fe EEtTOT fe feR fe TORffe 1 afel, 1997 fe SO T$fe, 1998 (15tfefe f| 

9. 7JEET EEET: — TOR fe PlEldEi fe? EKd % ffeE STTETTTfe Eit TOEEilft %, T% fTEfftE TOT afR lEEffTE 

d(19i ^ TOTE 7JTOTT TTOJE Ete % feR aTTOT-ETTOT fe3T TO T^T % sflt -iiO EiFT EET fe 3Tfe lETOff ^ ffefe RTfEEiIll ETfTOE 
TOTTTOT, ERtetfT EE TOTC TfTO TOflft^TIHE, TOdW TOTO, E^fefe-110011 ETt afeRT ETfe I tefelE TOTE teET % Efe E?T^ 3EE 
5 , 'tj=n ETcff El fEEfftlT TOT ^ afR felfftE TOTE ff Efe "R TOT^ EJTO-TT ^ TOTiEt 1? I 

10. TOTE-tero:— ifl^i toe tWie e^ tjtott fRrfer tot retr ^f[ etir fe ef fefe riRtetRI % ret ai^Ed fe 
RT FTT arffejEET ^ REHTOT fe fefe Rl ETORt ffel % feR R^R EUR I W ferfel fei arRTTcTET, fe# 3TRIE-3TTOT 1fe3T TO TFT 
t TOT^ ar^TTR t fe ^ RRfe 3TRRT fT ftfe RR RE fe fefe ^ TOfeTT ffet % felT TJfeT #T f I 

11. RTRfelft TOR REf TOTRTO RfeTO ifel %, FfeTR 3TTO fellfe TOTE % vfei fe^ Rc^TTT fel RIRT Ffe t 3TRTO feFTT fe# 
^ TRF ^ TOpf f Rif^y RTffeFRt TORT ffeR % SEpR TORTOT Efe % STRflf fe aTfeT TOR RffetTR ffefe ER TTfe # I 

12. TOferffer 4ii5d fe feR :— feTR 6(7) % 3TfeTR E)T^ %TTR25i Rfe RicfdfdEi RTT?RT fe TOR ER REfe # fefe ffeR^ 
Riferf RrgiT feR fe Rrfef fe arferfer afe #1# f i 

13. T^ RPfe ■£( RTF? fetf ffefe; Rfe RfR fe tfe RET ERE) t, 3TEET 3TOTRT TOTRTET TJRET RET Effe 3TEfR fe feR TOTTOR 
EFf ERfe t 3TETO TOR ■# RfrEfef TOT D TORT FTfeft t fe RTffefet 3TR# Rfe ERRTO E*fe fe aTTRR RT aife f=Tfefe fe ftEfe ER TTETO 
t afe fefeR TOETO fe feft ffeEftfe # TOTmi t‘^fe EF ERRfe RRfeT # I 

fe ffeR fe ffefeE RlfREfe 


MtNlStRY OF COMMERCE 
(Directorate General of Anti-Dumping anil Allied Duties) 
INITIATION NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 22nd January, 1999 

Subject :— Initiation of anti-dumping investigation concerning import 
of Polytetrafluoroethylenc (PTFE) from Russia. 

No. 24/1/98-DGAl). —M/s. Hindustan Fluorocarbons Ltd., I Iyderabad, 
have filed a petition in accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amend¬ 
ment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection ol Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Deter¬ 
mination of Injury) Rules, 1995 before the Designated Authority (here¬ 
inafter referred to as the Authority) alleging dumping of PTFE from 
Russia and requested for anti-dumping investigations and levy of anti¬ 
dumping duties. 
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1, Product Involved and Scope of Investigation:- The product 
under investigation in the present case is Poly Tetra Fluoro 
ethylene (PTFE) in all forms, originating in or exported from 
Russia. PTFE is an engineering polymer with unique properties 
and it is claimed that there is no substitute to this product. 

PTFE is classified under Heading No. 3904.61, Chapter 39 of the 
Customs Tariff Act. The custom classification is, however 
indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigations. 

2 Steading: M/s Hindustan Flourocarbons Ltd., is the only 
manufacturer of this product in India. The petition can, 
therefore, be considered to have been filed by or on behalf of the 
domestic industry and the Petitioner constitutes domestic 
industry within the meaning of the Rules. 

3. Countrvflea) Involved : The country involved in the present 
investigations is Russia. 

4. Like Goods : The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by 
it are like articles to the goods imported from or originating in 
Russia. Goods produced by the Petitioner may be treated as like 
articles to the goods imported from Russia within the meaning of 
the Rules. 

5. Pumping and Dumping Margin :- 

a. Normal value : The Petitioner has stated that it is impossible to 
obtain local sales invoices for determination of the normal value 
in the domestic market in Russia. The normal value has been 
constructed on the basis of the cost of production in the country 
of origin compiled by the Petitioner after data collection and 
interaction with industries in the US and other international 
manufacturers. 

b faumlBlipe- The Petitioner has stated that it is impossible to 
obtain an exact export price from the subject country allegedly 
dumping the product. The export price has been worked out on 
the basis of data published by DGCIS, Calcutta for the period 
April 1997- June 98 which indicate the average cif rate.There is 
sufficient prima facie evidence with regard to export price of the 
subject goods from Russia. 

c. Pumping Margin :- Considering the normal value and export 
price as detailed above, the dumping margin is significantly 
higher than the de-minimus limits. 

There is sufficient prima facie evidence that the normal value of 
the product under consideration in Russia is significantly higher 
than the price at which it has been exported to India, indicating, 
prima facie, that the subject goods are being dumped by the 
exporters from Russia. 

6. Injury and Causal Link :- The various economic indicators 
relating to domestic industry such as production, sales , market 
share, profit/loss etc., collectively and cumulatively, prima facie, 
indicate that the domestic industry has suffered injury. There is 
sufficient prima facie evidence that the imports of the product 
under consideration have caused injury to the domestic industry. 
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7. Initiation of Anti-Dumping Investigation :- The Designated 
Authority, therefore, initiates anti-dumping investigations into 
the existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping of the 
subject goods originating in or exported from the said country. 

8. Period of investigation :- The period of investigation for the 
purpose of the present investigations is 1 st April, 1997 to 30 th 
June, 1998 (15 months). 

9. Submission of information :- The exporter in Russia and the 
importers irj India known to be concerned are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner 
prescribed and to make their views known to the Designated 
Authority, Ministry of Commerce, Directorate General of Anti 
-Dumping and Allied Duties, Udyog Bhavan, New-Delhi 
-110011. Any other interested party may also make its 
submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed 

form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

10. Time Limit :- Any information relating to the present investigation 
should be sent in writing so as to reach the Designated Authority 

at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the date 
of publication of this notification. The known exporter and importers, 
who are being addressed separately, are, however, required to submit 
the information within forty days from the date of letter addressed to 
them separately. 

11. Anti-dumping investigations being a time bound exercise, the 
Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of facts 
available on record in accordance with the Rules supra, if no response 
is received within the time stipulated or the information is incomplete 
in any respect. 

12. Inspection of Public File :- In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested 
party may inspect the public file containing non-confidential version 
of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

13. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise 
does not provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or 
significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may record its 
findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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